ROBESPIERRE
that Carnot's brother (likewise a captain), dissatisfied
with Robespierre's handling of the case, interrupted
the proceedings. Not unlikely he found him too prolix.
But Robespierre won the case, as for that matter he did
most of his cases, which suggests that his fustian pleas
might have had their justification.
One day he received a visit from a number of peas-
ants with a grievance against their landlord—none
other than the Bishop of Arras. It is not quite clear to
what extent that bishop contributed to Robespierre's
maintenance in college, but that he made some contri-
bution is evident from Maximilien's letter to Proyart.
Nevertheless, finding the peasants' case just, Robes-
pierre accepted it and fought it to a successful con-
clusion. It is claimed that the bishop—a good loser—
congratulated him on his plea. There can be no doubt
that Robespierre acted from principle, since it could
hardly have been to his interest to risk the enmity of so
powerful a man; yet one cannot help asking oneself
whether he should not have regarded the cause of
gratitude as worthy of equal consideration with that of
justice. There is, however, good reason to believe that
his views of social justice made him disclaim any debt
of gratitude towards the bishop.
Another case that attracted wide attention was that
of Francis Deteuf. Deteuf's sister, Clementine, had
been employed as laundress in the Abbey of St. Sauveur
d'Anchin, and the treasurer of the abbey—Dom Brog-
niard—had tried to seduce her. The girl repulsed him,
and the monk, who had committed the further indiscre-
tion of squandering some of the funds entrusted to him,
thought of the expedient of making one lie serve the
double purpose of revenge and self-exculpation by
accusing the girl's brother of having stolen 262 golden
louis from him. Deteuf was poor and friendless the
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